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Webinar Overview 
• Context  
– Technology-driven changes in scholarly publishing 
– Current academic rewards and  research assessment 
• The ‘questionable publisher’ issue 
• Assessing the quality of a journal or a publisher 
• Relevant research support strategies and resources 
• Questions / discussion 
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Scholarly Publishing 
• Scholars have always sought 
ways to disseminate their 
research findings. 
 
• Registering their priority in 
relation to the discovery was an 
important motivation. 
 
• Galileo mailed his discovery of 
the moons around Saturn to 
Kepler and authorised its 
publication (in a pamphlet) only 
months later.  
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Game Changer 
Technology-driven innovation in scholarly 
communication 
eJournals (digital only) 
Open access journals 
Open Access Repositories 
Hyperlinked references 
Citation tracking tools and article level metrics 
Scholarly Blogs 
Social  Media  (Twitter, ResearchGate, etc ) 
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• Open-access (OA) literature is digital, online, free of 
charge, and free of most copyright and licensing 
restrictions. 
 
• Essentially, this means that a version of a full-text 
research article can be made accessible without the 
need for a password or payment. 
 
• However, the BOAI definition of OA includes liberal 
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Open Access Options (Green and Gold) 
• Green Open Access: 
• Provided by authors who deposit 
manuscript versions of their 
research papers in open access 
repositories 
• Free to authors 
• May involve an embargo on 
access 
 
• Gold Open Access: 
• Provided by publishers of an 
open access or hybrid journal 
• May involve a fee being paid 
• Enables immediate access to 





L I B R A R Y  S E R V I C E S  
• Over 90 research funding agencies now require 
open access for grant-related articles  
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Reward System in Academia 
• Scholarly publishing and academic reward system are 
entwined and recent developments have thrown up 
many challenges. 
 
• In the past, scholars were rewarded for quantity and this 
‘publish or perish’ ethos resulted in the proliferation of 
‘write-only’ journals. 
 
• Now, the focus is on impact and quality. 
– Citations are the primary indicator for impact. 
– The ‘branding’ (reputation) of specific journals is 
commonly used as a quality indicator. 
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Peer Review 
• Peer review of manuscripts by other scholars is what 
differentiates academic publishing from vanity 
publishing.  
 
• “Peer review is imperfect, but prevents many dubious 
manuscripts from being published. It effectively excludes 
authors who are unwilling or unable to meet the 
standards of mainstream academic publishing.”   
– Source: (Brown, 2015) 
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SO WHAT IS THE PROBLEM? 
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• Large commercial journal 
publishers like Elsevier, Taylor & 
Francis and Wiley enjoy very high 
profit margins because: 
– they do not have to pay content 
creators  
– they do not have to pay 
reviewers 
– consumption is not affected by 
price (unlike any other market) 
 
• Academic publishing looks very 
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Fee-based open access dilemma 
• When publishing costs are moved to the ‘author-side’, 
the journal has no incentive to employ rigorous quality 
control.  
• There are 10,000+ open access (OA) journals and less 
than a 1/3 charge fees.  The vast majority of fee-based 
OA journal are reputable, peer reviewed publications 
But 
• Free (open source) journal publishing software, large 
numbers of researchers willing to pay to ‘get published’ 
is a very appealing business opportunity for 
entrepreneurs looking for a way to make easy money.  
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http://mrg.bz/bRD5NN 
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Core functions of scholarly publishers 
• Filtration 
– Peer review and the selection works that merit greater attention 
• Registration 
– Claiming the priority of an author to a particular set of ideas  
• Validation 
– peer-review to establish that a work is scientifically sound  
• Editing 
– Increases the readability and adds value (reference linking and indexing)  
• Dissemination 
– Making the works available to readers (less costly and time-consuming 
in the digital era) 
• Marketing 
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replying to this 
email  
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Clues that a journal or publisher may be ‘Predatory’ 
• Editorial Board either non-
existent or same person is 
named as Editor of multiple 
journals 
• Name of the journal does not 
reflect its origin (or does not 
reveal its location) 
• Name of journal is VERY broad 
(to attract more content) 
• Grammatical errors on website 
• Sends spam invitations to 
students and academics  
 
 
• Publishes pseudo-science 
articles 
• Launches with fleet of empty 
journals  
• No value-add services such as 
reference linking  
• Not indexed by genuine 
indexes such as Scopus or 
Web of Science 
• Misleading information about 
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Misleading impact Metrics 
 
• Advanced Science Index 
• CiteFactor 
• Directory of Journal Quality Factor 
• Global Impact Factor 
• IndexCopernicus 
• International Impact Factor Services 
 
• International Institute for Research 
• International Society for Research 
Activity  
• Journal Influence Factor 
• Scientific Indexing Services (SIS) 
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• Editorial board for each of its 36 journals is : “Chief Editor, Council 
for Innovative Research http://www.cirworld.com, United States.” 
http://member.cirworld.com/ 
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Predatory Publishers 
• Content copied from ArXiv to give the impression that serious 
researchers have been publishing in their journals. 
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HOW TO AVOID PUBLISHING PITFALLS 
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BEFORE submitting a manuscript….. 
Ask yourself 
• Is this a journal you read? 
• Is your supervisor familiar with the journal? 
• Is it indexed by Scopus or Web of Science? 
• Is the publisher or journal named on the ‘Predatory 
Publisher’ list? http://scholarlyoa.com/publishers/ 
 
Karola Riegler https://www.flickr.com/photos/karola/3623768629 CC-BY-NC 
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Dodgy Conferences 
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MONOGRAPHS 
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Publishing a scholarly monograph 
• In some disciplines, the scholarly monograph is a 
common format for publishing research findings 
 
• Academics in these disciplines can also fall prey to 
‘vanity presses’ masquerading as reputable academic 
book publishers. 
 
• A list of ‘Print-on-demand publishers’, self-publishing 
”Vanity presses” and other non-traditional publishers has 
been compiled. 
 
• This guide to Vanity/Subsidy publishers includes a useful 
list of ‘warning signs’ . 
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Thesis Publishing     • “ LAP Lambert’s real plan 
finally became clear: They 
make money not by selling 
arcane tomes to readers, 
but by selling the books 
back to their authors after 
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Some key points 
• No sector (including academia) is immune to the traps 
set by shonky online operators 
• Academic publishing literacy is essential 
• Librarians have a critical role to play in helping HDRs 
develop the skills needed (and to provide other 
publishing-related support )  
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Related Research Support Strategies 
• Provide workshops 
and information 
resources which help 
HDR students and 
possibly early career 
researchers learn how 
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Include information on 
predatory publishers in 
(mandatory) HDR sessions 
Advanced Information 
Research Skills (AIRS) 
IFN001 raises awareness of 
predatory publishers, plus 
there is an accompanying 
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Where to publish for research impact? 
• Choose a journal which is read by the audience you are 
targeting. 
• Aim for a high quality peer reviewed journal 
• Check that the journal is indexed by Scopus or the 
Thomson Reuters citation indexes (Web of Science). 
• Whenever possible, choose a journal which allows 
authors to share open access copies. 
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Tools to help you choose a quality journal 
 
• SCImago Journal and Country Rank  
• Scopus Journal Analyzer  
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Scopus Journal Analyser 
• Compare up to 10 journals on SCImago rank 
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Journal Citation Reports (Impact factors) 
http://libguides.library.qut.edu.au/content.php?pid=419472 
www.library.qut.edu.au 
L I B R A R Y  S E R V I C E S  
• Source: Joshua Pitt, Routledge, Australia 
  But…. 
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SciRev  -  Reviews the peer review process of journals 
• Like ‘Trip Advisor’ for journals https://scirev.sc/ 
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http://www.library.qut.edu.au/research/   
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